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e Tl Tor o Thue AT Tacluded AL2 mapdicanped childven
who weare esarciled in Feazl Start during the 1876-77 program year
Selectec from a nationally representative sample of 35 programs,
these children were the same children who were included in the first
shase of aApplisd Management Sciences' two-vear study to evaluate
. o 1/
MHead Start services to the handicapped.-—

Because the objectives of the Phase T study required
en ences to establish a sample that was
evenly distributed by primary handicapping condition,g/ the
ldre ated in this report are not representative of
the population of handicapped children generally served in Head
T 3  all handicapped children en-

rollaed in Head Start are mentally retarded and 48 percent are

i/The total sample upon which the Phase I Report was developed 1in-
cluded 269 chiidren. The 12 children in the present study 1in-
clude these same 269 childven plus 43 others that were originally
selected for the Phase I sample but for various reasons had to be
excluded from the original sample.

2/ - . - . . - . .
=/Classification of primary handicap was as follows: blind/visually
impaired, deaf/hearing impaired, physically handicapped, health
or developmentallw impaired, mentally retarded, speech impaired,

smotionally disturhed, and learning disabled.
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fascribed ns mildly impaired as compared to 30 percent of the
yrerall tlead Start handicapped population
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B wETE SITTLeTAd ThvZuon NErsons inToTviews
T R SRR T R e s S A N R AR - B e Sl
the Phase 1. Jdata sllocTion ofiore FioLd S{arIsowere responsine
Zov iacatisg the Heal STavi o sgaIioporscn, dsuzally The program
dirsctoy or sondilapred Ccooriinator, -0 had current xnowledgo of
ShHiliveon dociuded inotne Thase TSt nildren weve identi-
Tiod Thotuoh oo mET S sintad e cnl o Jrurt ostedf
Soe Apneald ’ s YtorT o osnafd omad no knowledge of oa
Chiidls oCcurTonT Dlagemont. 2v T Inill i3 ostilloent 1led in
viead StarT, The intervie 12 TovniinaTad Nooa
Jdeterning woyv i Strrc ostali o was nor familiar
ment or whvoa Shiid owas stilloenvo in heal Start.
Data Processing and Mnalvsis
The completed guestionnalires weve returned to Applied Manage
ment Sciences where thev were manually edited, and checked for
consistency and missing data. This initinl check permitted resc!
tion of arrors via telenhone contact with the Head Start staff
member who had been interviewed. Edited and coded guestionnailres
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FEINDINGS

T [ - . . - 5 |2 S [ s . - - -
Tn ordetr o Jdeterming to whit degree Heod Start programs were

P S-S Doy e ; s

involved in efforts to insure ceontinuity of services to handicapped
children, data were collected concerning the following 1ssues
o clacements of handicapped children after
Head Start:
o Head Start's vole in establishing the new
nlacement;
2 Head Start activities designed to provide
information for staff at the new program;
> parental assistance provided by Head Start
to ease the trunsition of the handwcanped
child to a new program; and
S Heed Stert follow-up of the handicapped
child's adiusrtment to the new program.

ACYT hos not ieveloped national performance standards or en-
abl. 7 objectives which define the parameters of Head Start's
requi. >d performance in the arca of providing continuity of program
services for handicuapped children. ACYF's most specific 1ssuance
related to this is contained in Transmittal Notice 73.4 (see pg. 1.2
of this report). Although ACYF has sponsored severcl tralning and
technical assistance efforts related to Head Start's development
of interagency cooperation, none of these efforts has directly

emphasized the area of service continuity. Moreover the training

IR}
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Petoe have teonded to be rohoionul and
v a1, cwilable o Head Sturt nyosrams on a natlonal
Capii Proaoocam Soconnt Jo omonies have net been earmarked

S Tiaiie T aerl driss o pelared vo onroviding service continudty.

e S adin. e wrescnosd within this chnanter must be examined

[ S A S AR R T ERER B A T oaorivicies relatod to o serviee

Lntioies T paniitocaened chiliren which were investigated

are nov mandated Jdirectly by the Head Start Program

t
i
J
i
1
-
{

arformunce Svandard noo oare they referenced in any guides issued

Plhase service continuity activities were identlfied by

ment Scisncos asith the avoroval of ACYF as indicators

Ao b inmoare servics cenoinuity to handicapped

Vs orediocte ! ipn Tahle 1, 83 of the 312 handicapped children
Heald Start for an additional program vear. Of
the 227 children who left Head Start, 176 were onrolled in public
srovrams, siy were in non-public school programs, and e
remaining 11 either hal moved away, wcre not enrolled in any pro-

were unaware of their current situatilion.
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resource room assistance; v were in elfl-
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ms (all handicarped students): and three were

enrolled n mainscreoeamed classrooms.

“Cof the 220 handicapped children whe Qid not rvemain in Hewd Start,
comnleted data were collected on 2127 Of these 227 cases, place-
Ments were Know tor 130. These 130 children represent the data
Sase ey most analvses in this chanter.  VWhen appropriate.

Pimiltod annlrses are conducted wh1cn inciude the 227 cases fon
which complaote data "2vhor oo iacement informationi o Wil

e
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TAB

DISPOSITION OF PHASEL

LE 1

I HANDICAPPED CHILDREN

Disposition

Remained in Head Start 26.0
(N=83)
Placed in Public Schools 56.4
(N=176)
Special'Programs (outside’public 1.9
school syvstem) (N=6)
Uther Programs;/ 1.9
(N=6)
Moved Awav From Area 5.8
(N=18)
No Program 1.3
(N=4)
Unknown/No Response 6.1
(N=19)
Total 100.0

(N=312)

-1 . . ;
—/Thls includes programs such as day care, church school,

Montessori and Community Menta

buad

1 Yealth Centers.

.oy




FALL 1977 NG OLONGER
‘?‘/' i V
Placement~ T of Total
Public School - placement unknown 9.7
(N=22)
Public School - veyular classroon 5.4
(N=103)
Public School - resource room assistance 7.9
(N=18)
Public schonl - maineoroaned J1ass L.2
[N=3)
Publle School - z2oif-contaiped Srass 12.5
(N=28)
Entered Special Program (outsiie of public 2.6
school system) (N=6)
Moved awav from 9

n

Not enrolled 1

Other Programs

Unknown/No Response

area 7.
any

progran

2.6
(N=6)

100.0
(N=

2=

PR

L/ Two of the 229 Case Follow-up Schedules were completed 1in-
accuratelv and could net be included in further analyses,
therefore the data hase includes information on 22

='Definitions of =hos Taceononts ars inclai~d in Avppondin o

Q !
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The large number of ol ildron as<izned €O

e intoves
SuperIiclally sowouLd soom that oo orosulor punl
citheut the availabiiity of rescurde assiofance 18 not an appro-
priate placement fov handicapped children. Howryver, there are a
Aumber of yeasons whv such a nlacencnt may have pcecurved:

n the specific nature of the handicap did not

require a more speciali: ed placement (e.g.,
certain health impalirments, mild visual an:
hearinyg impairments, etcC.);

o linad Start program participation provided the
nccessary social and self-heip skills to permit
a child to participate in a ncrmal classvoom
context;

] differential diagnostic criteria were utiliz ed
hetween Head Start and the public schocol systems;

o n alternative public school placement was
unavailable 1/: wmd. ov

2 handicaps identified by Head Start were transitory

+y Ui

and/or of mar01n¢1 severity (which is, 1n part,
related to the difficulty in diagnosing certain
nhandicaps in preschool children).
The data from this studv do not allow an assessment ds to
which of the reasons cited above best explains the placement of
so large a number of former Head 5Start handicapped enrollees 1in
regular public school classrooms. XNo doubt, each contributes 1in
some measure. Further investigation in this area will be Tequired
to0 better urderstand the dvnamics of the post-Head Start placement

process.

1/ \ ., . -
27 Ar lesast two children In regular <lassrocms Were there pending
Ameninss in more snecialized placement sentings

binee,
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HEAD START'S ROLE IN HSTABLISHING THE NIV PLAUEMENT

OF the 180 handicapped chibtdren with koown sost-ilend sStart
nlucements, Head start initiated rederrials=  fors 89 {See Tabic 3.)
An examinaotion of the placements of the hundicapped children who wer
referred reveals that of the 13 children who were placed in regular
classes with resource room =35ista , 10 were referred. Of the
three children in special classes with a mainstreaming component,
two were referred bv Head Start. Of 28 children placed in self-
contained classes, 24 were ~eferred by Head Start. All six children

nlaced in specilal programs were referred by Head Start.

sequently,
the schools were more likely to be r
children

environments in

Head Start for placement who wer

regular classrooms.

I+ should he noted,

efer crnildren for placement not

id

Several programs indicated that

active v 0T may

portan~ consideration in an investigation of service

efforts. a referral

not part of their plans for ensuring service continu

they had c¢scablished regular linkages with public sc
that made referrals unnecessaryv. That 1s, Head Star

leaving these particular programs were routinely pla

. N . - 7
public schools with Head Start assistance. 2/

whether Head St

Con-

it appears that children placed in more specialized

eferred by
ad

e plac in

art programs
be an im-
continuity
process was
ity because
hool svstems
t children

ced by the

RIC

i/k "referral" is defined as any activity undertaken by Head Start
staff to contact an agency or public SchooT svstem to inform
personnel responsible for program adm ion that a child cur-
rently enrolled in Head Start mav be ellglble to receive special
education and/or related services from the agency or school in
question.

2 o .

=/ Although information is availaple from interviewer notes only, 1t
does not appear that programs with outlne public school llnkaceb
ares more often those Head g ees or delegates alellaLed
with public schcol svstems ?e 53.26 for more Jdetailed data
concerning the asssciation Lot Head Srart program nffiliation
aprd gervicr contimaity et rorts

5.0

nagd

<



TARLLE 3

THIDREN AS

T tuble
h. Yoy b
R IR [:“M!llm.{

does not

[y el

ay,

nol enrolbed fnoony prograe, whereshouts snknown).

HEAD START'S ROLE T4 REFERRING JANDTCAPPED |
BELATES 70 SCINCL PEACTMENT 1/
- T GTWFT
SCHOE, PEACENENT PLACEMINTS
Public
Reoitar (lass Special Cliss Schoot o
Head Starl Resource Reom  Special Class Sell- Ilucenent EPUC13]
uuit,"\ Tatal Repular Class llelp {din,L eaning unuLulch Unkqown Pro gr?m
Chile Referrals | 4 of Colww % of Column % of Column 4 of Cotumn_ % of Column i of Cotuna
g 7 40,9 106.0
Yes 3 .l 55,6 bhi7 35‘, g .0
L (4=30) (4=29) (N=10) (4=3) (=24) (=9) (N=6)
Yo 5.0 N 4 33.3 14,3 9.1 '
el (BT (M=) (=1 (N+4) (4+13)
. . ‘ « i j 00, 0 0,0
futa] T 1600 1000 L6, 160.0 e o
N2 =)
depsod (el (N=18) =3) (N=28) (4=21) (N=6)
:‘n;‘;::U
e ichude the chitdren who Teft Head Start for reasons other than Public Scheol or Special

S—

<o



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

HEAD START ACTILITIES Rids PLOVIDE INFORMATION FOR STARE AT Thb
NEW PROGRAM

This section nrescnts firdings related to Head Start activities
to ease the child's transition uo the now public school or soec1 al

program. The communication and infourmation sharing wilth the new
program and special szervice providers was selected as an indicator
of efforts to facilitate the <hild transition trom Head Start.
The specifiz activities examined inc’ ded:

o coordinating ir_ormation sharinyg between the
new program staff and special service providers
who worked with ths handicanped child enrolled
in Head Start;

) sharing children's records and files with the
new program,

o narticipating in confevence

7 inviting new p?ogram stsf: to observe the handil-
capped chiid irn the iead Start setting; and

a developing additional service continuity transition

plans. |

o
ct
k.:-
o)
=3
3
-
s
,_3
73

Coordination of Informa

Data relatedl to coordiration of information sharing were
obtained from 130 cases in which handicapped children were rTe-
ceiving special services related specifically to their handicaps

1

while enrclled in iHead Starzt. In cases where additional services

were provided, a variety of professionals are often involved, (7 .e.,
cccupational and phyvsical therapists, phvsicians, psvchologists,

etc.) Often thess professionals are not directly affiliated with

I7These 130 cases include only those children who received speciql
_ services directly related to their handicapping con wdition during
their Head Start entollment and wWere SUbSQCuQHLly enrolled in a
new program of ser -ices. Special services were defined to ex-
clude general educaztional cervices children might receive as partt

of their Head 5tart experience plus other Realth, social, and
nurriticnal services that were provided to all Head Start
enrollees. In other words. services as Jlefined in this instanee
generally were provided by professional specialists because of
the child's S“Cfi?i: diszsapilities
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the Head Stari pros 1 instances 1t 1s important for
informaion from all these sources to bo compiled and passed on to
the new program. 1 coordination cf informatlon amcng a
variety of service providers is a necessity in Head Start efforts to
assure that all relevant inlormation about a particular handicapped
child is available to new program staff. Therefore, Head Start's
role in coordinating this information and sharing 1t with the new

program was examined.

As Table 4 indicates, Head Start programs reported that 1n a
substantial majority of cases they coordinated information sharing
hetween Head Start service providers and new program staff when
this was an appropriate activity to concider.

1
h

¢ level of this
activity was more pronounced the more specializcd the placement
setting, but the cell sizes are too small to allow for this trend
to achieve substantive significance. Tn light of the previous
discussion concerning the placement of children in regular public
school classrooms, it is interesting to note that level of in-
formation coovrdination reported for this placement category 1s not

markedly different from other placement options.

Sharing of Records

An additional indicator of Head Start staff efforts to share
information was reflected in their transfer of child-specific files
to receiving school districts. Of 227 cases, 124 were transferred
to the new program. Of these 124, 106 files were offered volun-
tarilv bv Head Start to the receiving program. In.18 of these 124
cases Head Start was requested by the new program to transfer the
files. (See Table 5).

-,

bl

able 6 shows how files were accessed for handicapped children
enrolled in known nlacement settings after tlead Start. This
table suggests Head Start efforts in this area were fairly consis-
tent acress placement settlngs Children placed in regular public
school classwooms exhibited a slight trend to have their files
farwaried jes3 often than children in other placement settings.
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TABLE 5

TRANSFER OF FILES FROM HEAD START TO
CHILD'S NEW F20GRAMS

Manner in Which
Files Were Accessed % of Total
Files Volunteered , 46.7
by Head Start (N=106)
Files Requested 7.9
bv New Program (N=18)
Files Not 39.6
Transferred (N=90)
Unknown/ No 5.7
Response (N=13)
Total 1OU.OLL
(N=227)
1/

=~/ Tncludes all childr

en who were no longer enrolled in Head Start
including those whose

new program placement was unknown.

.11

(2]

Ny
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ctent to wilcn Starc in conidrences
with public school stafi 1. zuother cconeration and
information coordination. As identified in Table 7, of 180 pos-
sible cases, conference participation occurred for 45 percent. The

tendenc to hold conferences or not to hold coniferences was similar
e

rty

or most placement categories. Where apparent difrfe

(see the ratios within columns for Speciazl Class Mainstreaming and
Sp al Program) the actual number of cases 1s tec =mall to justifv

an interpretation.

Inviting Prenlacement Observations

Table 8 inciudes the number of cases in which Head Start

invited the new program staff to observe the handicapped child in
the Head Start classroom. In only 31 of 227 cases did Head Start

\n

invite such observations. One factor which could explain this i
related to logistical and scheduling problems inherent in any
interagency collaborative effort. For example, Head Start classe

are usually scheduled at the same time as those of the public

schools. Thoerefore, if the public school teacvher wants to obhserve
in the Head Start classroom, he/she must be given release time in

order to do so. Giving the public school teacher release time
requires hiring a substitute to taks cver his/her class. These

tvpes of problems undoubtedly contribute to the low incidence of

i

visits, and this also undoubtedly affects the num’ ~r of invitation

which were issued.

In addition, teacher/pupil assiynments are of..n made tco

L
late in the vear to permit staff from a child's new program to
conduct observations on the child before the conc’:sion of the

Head Start program year.

97}

Additional Service Continuity Activitie

The Case Follow-up Schedule included a final question con-

N

cerning Head Start's role 1in the transition process. This question

Q s
ERIC ¥ s

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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gram transiticon Such acrivitiss could incluce
o Head Start statil accompaEnying the purent snd Chllc
tne first Jav ot the new program;
Qo+ oy g o - 3~ oA lead
» Head Start teacher sharing techniques which worked
well with the handicapped child; arni/or
> the handicapr-d child visiting the new program while
he/she is stili 2nrolled in Head Start.
\s Table ¢ indicates, in one-nalf to two-thirds of the cas
in which children were assigned to other than vegular classroom

Head Start oro

veliped to facilitatre the transition. In genera., Head Start

programs were more likely to reposrt the existence ci these plan
e ceme

when a handicapped child was given a mor

ASSISTANCE TO PAREXNTS

can be seen tha:c in
110 cases Head Start provided assistance to parents in establis

a placement for their handicap The data indicate tha

’U
@
n Q.

)

job

-

b

[aW%

Head Start was more likelv to assist the parents of a handicapp
child in finding a placement if the child was eventually placed

a specialized setting.

1 or
to the tvpe of placement that, in the opinion of Head Start sta
would best meet the needs O C
o the officials thev should concact to obtain placement o
children, and providing to parents copies of files and records

related toc the children’s Head Start enrollment.

INQUIRY INTQ HANDICAPPED CHILDREN'S ADJUSTMENT

J

The number of cases in which Head Start programs followed
handicapped ~hildren's adjustment to 2 new placement 1s almost
equal to those in which it did not. When examined hy tyvpe of

1

nlacement, follow-ups wers made in I7 out of 28 cases 1n whioh

valy
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COMPREHENSIVENESS OF HEAD START SERVICE CONTINUITY EFFORTS

The preceding sections of thisz chapter havas described Head
Start service continuit~ activities indilividually with respect to
program placement. In generazl, these dat~ have indicated that
Head Start programs are doing remarkably well in undertaking service
continuity activities despite the absence of performance standards
from ACYF. However, activities examined individually do not present

a picture of

the comprehensiveness of service contilnulty activities.

That 1is, how many continuity activities are undertaken for a parti-
cular child?” re purpose of the data presented in this sectlon 1s
to attempt to answer this importar:t gquestion.

Table 12 presents the number of specific service contlnuilty
activities children receive as a func ‘on of their new placement.
Seven activities were counted for this purpose: 1) development of
special transition plans; 2) forwarding of files and records,

3) conducting preplacement conferences;
classroom observations;
child's adjustment;
new program staff

excluded from the

activities. A
cannot be asce

r

ct

h

t
o8}

believe

ct
e8]

of Head S
‘Therefore,

counted.

Tt
for

not

As the data

Tt
e

1) 1inviting preplacement
5)

7) coordinating

assisting parents; 6) following up of

and information sharing between

and Head Start service providers. Specifically

activities considered in Table 12 are referral
the

s indicated earlier importance of referrals
b

, and there 1s reason to

(%

ained from this study

1
WL

-ty
¢
]

ral process mav have little to do with the quality

vice efforts

[}
@]
-4
]

»

continuilty in certain programs.

he purposes of this activity component was

in Tahle 12 indicate, 59 of the 180 children

considered were provided with five or more specific service conti-
nuitv activities (32.7%1. Fortyv-five of 180 received only one or
two specific services (25.0%) and only 19 received no services.

In terms

by twvpe of pro

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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gram placement, children in self-contained public
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nsive :ervice continuity
£ oup received five or more
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N

he reasons for placing
0

t
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n to properly understand the
vnamics of the placement process. Based on tre data in Table 17

t would appear e children are placed in regular public

oms only after careful consideration of their specific

o)
ceds while others ave placed in this sotting with little coordina-

c
ion with Head Start pcors-nnel.

Table 13 examines scrvice comprehensiveness from another per-
hon examining numbers of activities conducted,
able 13 examines specific configurations of activities. The same

o
tivities counted in Table 12 + re also used to develop

even ac T
avle 13

The iogic underlving the activity contfigurations in Table 13
s as foliows. Thne ossential activities in service continulty

~

ecords, and other information related to the services children
ecceived in Head Start. Therefore, the filve service activity con-

igurations were developed to veflect a continuum of activity

onfigurations from an optimal information-sharing pPTroOCess (complete

ervice continuity activity) to a minimum acceptable level of

crvice con~inuity (transfer »f f£iles.
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e
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RELATIONSHIP OF HEAD START PROGRAM AFFTLTATION AND SERVICE CONIFINUITY
ACTIVITIES

As a final issue for consideration, ACYF was interested whether
the tvpe of Head Start grantee or delegate agency makes a difference
with respect to service continuity efforts. Specifically, some
grantees and’or delegates are affiliated with local public school
Systems.l/ 3ecause the public schools are the most likely post-
Head Start placement for handicapped children, it was considered

e

reasonable to expect that service continuity efforts would more likely

occur in instances in which a Head Start program was » part of a
public school system. Data pertaining to this issue are presented in
Table 14.

Small cell sizes preclude the identification of clear trends
in service continuity activities with respect to program affiliatio.
However, the data available indicate that insofar as specific conti-
nuity activities are concerned, program a.:.iliation is of little
consequence. Children placed in regular public school classrooms
evidence slightly more continuity service on their behalf if thev
were previously enrolled in a Head Start program associated with
public school systems, but as the placement setilings become more

specialized, this advantage disappears.

l/There were 69 children in the study sample who werc¢ enrolled in
Head Start programs affiliated with public school systems. Fifty-
nine of these children were no longer in Head Start at the time of
data collection, and of these 59 students, complete placement data
were available for 31. The samplce of programs included 15 that
were affiliated with public school systems either as grantees oOr
delegate agencies (27% of the program sample) for the present
study.
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CONCLUSTONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

This chapter summarizes the findings and conclusions of the
study. Recommendations are presented which focus on actions ACYF
might take to enhance the service continuity efforts of Head Start.
Recommendations primarily focus on two brcad areas:

o strategies ACYF and local Head Start programs can

adopt to cnhance efforts 7~ insure service con-
tinuity to handicanped ¢hi:'ren; and

) further .nvestigation/.csearch into the area of

service continuity and i1ts imyict on handicapped
children.

While guidelines have not defined specific service continuity
activities nor provided program standards for Head Start efforts in
this area, the datal/ from this studv indicate that ‘'ocal Head Start
programs, in many cases, have done a remarkable job in undertaking
activities designed to assure that handicapped children continue
their mainstream education and receive the required special services

thev need. The fact that many Head Start programs have initiated

such service continuity activities without explanatory directives

7 —

=~/ The nature of this studv was descriptive. The study's major purpc-se
was to collect information about the activities Head Start programs
utilized to insure service continuity to handicapped children after
their Head Start experience. Therefore, neither the quality of Head
Start efforts nor the impact of their service continuity activities
was =xamined.

O
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from ACVF speaks well Jov tlen! Start's commitment to the handicapped
effori. Stch srontancous response from local Head Start programs to
a global service continuity directive clearly demonstrates Head

i~

Start's commitment to the futurc of handicapped children.

The following section su.marizes information related to place-
ment of handicapred children after Head Start and suggests specific
recommendations which can enhance the effectiveness of Head Start

service continui.v activities.
PLACEMENT OF HANDICAPPED CHILDREN AFTER HEAD START

Head Start efforts to assure that handicapped children continue
their mainstream experience and continue to receive required special
services whon they enter pubhlic schools, have been very effective.
At least 124 handicapped children were enrolled in regular classrooms
or progra s with a mainstreaming component after Head Start. In 103
of these cases, however, there is no information to indicate whether
regular class placement was appropriate and whether provisions for

ceded special services for these 105 handicapped children were made.
Several recommendations related to this finding are highlighted 1n
the following discussion.
RECOMMENDATICN: ACYF SHOULD SPONSOR A LONGITUDINAL RESEARCH STUDY
WHICH THOROUGHLY EXAMINES THE SUBSEBUENT PLACEMENT OF CHILDREN HEAD
START IDENTIFIED AS HANDICAPPED. SUCH A RESEARCH STUDY WOULD PRO-
VIDE INFORMATION WHICH WOULD DETERMINE EXACTLY WHAT HAPPENS TGO
CHILDREN ORIGINALLY IDENTIFIED BY HEAD START AS HANDICAPPED AS THEY
PROGRESS THROUGH PUBLIC SCHOOLS/SERVICE AGENCIES.

Further research in the area of service continuity is needed to
adequately identify variables which impact public school/service
agency placement decisions for handicapped children.

in additional recommendation flows from the one above and this
specifically relates to the dvnamics ot post-Head Start placement
decisions. In érder tn insurec continuity of services to handicapped
children, local ilead Start programs and public schools/service

dacencios should he consistont in d-Tinine narameters oF anpropriate




educational and related services {(or bandicanped children.  Tor

—~

example, the adoption by Head Start of LEA (local education agency)

IEP (individual education plan) forms for developing service plans
might facilitate the transfer of files and information between Head

Start anc¢ the public schools.

RECOMMENDATION: HEAD START AND LOCAL SCHOOL DISTRICTS/SERVICE
AGENCIES SHOULD WORK TOGETHER TO STANDARDIZE PROCESSES AND PROCE-
DURES USED IN THE IDENTIFICATION AND DIAGNOSIS OF CHILDREN AS HANDI-
CAPPED. THESE PROCEDURES NEED TO E FORMALIZED TO THE EXTENT THAT
HANDICAPPED CHILDREN’S5 REBUIREMENTS CAN BE ADEBUATELY RECOGNIZED AND
EFFECTIVELY COMMUNICATED ACROSS BOTH ORGANIZATIONS.

Coordination in this avea would prevent duplication of effort
in the diagnostic process as well as assure that the handicapped
child continues to receive the needed special services as early as

possible in his/her school career.

ACYF has alread taken the 1init steps necessary to facilit-
ate such collaboration. At the Federal level ACYF has [ 1 conjunc-
tion with several other government agencies issued joint memoranda
which sur-ort cooperation and collaboration at the local level be-
tween Heno Start and other federallv funded grantees. Additional
emphasis could bhe given this area 1f Federal agencies would develop
enabling objectives specifyving syvstematic procedures which would
fort+ . cooperation between organizations at the local level. These

objectives would define specific parameters for such interactions.

RECOMMENDATION: ACYF AND OTHER APPROPRIATE FEDERAL AGENCIES SHOULD
JOINTLY DEVELOP ENABLING OBJECTIVES FOCUSED ON THE AREA OF INTER-
AGENCY COOPERATION WITH RESPECT TO PROVIDING CONTINUITY OF SERVICES
TO HANDICAPPED CHILDREN. IN ADDITION, ACYF SHOULD PROVIDE SPECIAL
TRAINING AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE EFFORTS DESIGNED TO HELF LOCAL

GRANTEES TRANSLATE ENABLING CBJECTIVES INTO PROCEDURAL PLANS.

A final recommendation in this area relates to budgetary consi-
derations for the funding of special initiatives focused on service
continuitv. Implementation of this rccommendation would highlight

\ .
the 1

197]

sue of service continuity to local grantees.



RECCMMENDATION: ACYF SHOULD IDENTIFY SERVICE CONTINUITY AS A SPECI-

FIC LINE ITEM WITHIN PROGRAM ACCOUNT 26 FUNDING.

This action would stimulate Local program awareness o the
importance of this aren relative to the handicapped effort. Hea
Start programs would then be specifically authorized to spend funds
for the purr-se of facil’rating the transition of hand.: -apped
children to post-Head Start enrcllments.

HEAD START SOTIVITIES Wi, T"ROVIDE INFORMATION TO NEW PROGRAM STALF
Study {indings indicate that Head Star programs have engaged
in a wide varicrv otf informatien sharing activities to facilitate
continuity of ~~r-ices 1or handicapped children. The most active
efforts of Head Start are covident 1in those cases where children were
ultimatelv place.. . specinalized educaticnal environments. As the‘
cnild's school piac-ment becomes more specialized, Head Start seems
to take more responsibility and initiative in activities which ease
.

the chiid fransiticn te rhe new placement. The effectiveness of

lead Start 4e: it s in intormation sharing could be enhanced
through th - vo.oomest and application of vstematic procedures

5
for all handican—d ¢blldren leaving Head Start rather than -nly

hosc handicapped childreon placed in meore spocialized programs.

Communication and information sharing activities between agen-
cies are ! ime-consuming and require both commitment and a belief
that results of such efforts will impact positively on the handi-
capped child. In order to assure the time spent 1in interagency
coordination and information sharing with public schools/service
agencies is maximally effective and ef"icient, Head Start must
develop consistent, svstematic procedures The establishment of
such linkages will fostsr communication between agencies and enable
Head Start to maintain copsistency in service continulty efforts
“sr all handicapped children.

RECOMMENDATION: LOCAL HEAD START PROGRAMS SHOULD IMPLEMENT THE
FOLLOWING ACTIVITIES DESIGNED TO FACILITATE THE DEVELOPMENT OF LONG-

TERM LINKAGE NETWORKS BETWEEN HEAD START AND PUBLIC SCHOQLS/SERVICE
AGENCIES:

O
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s IDENTIFY A HEAD START STAFF MEMBER WHO IS ASSIGNED
THE RESPONSIBILITY FOR INTER-AGENCY COMMUNICATION
AND FOLLOW-UP TRANSITION ACTIVITIES SPECIFICALLY
FOR HAMDICAPPED CHILDREN (e.g.s education/handicaeped
coordinator);

SCHEDULE DEFINITE TIMES DURING EACH PROGRAM
YEAR TO GENERATE REFERRALS AND CONTUCT PLACEMENT
MEETINGS WITH PUBLIC SCHOOLS/SER\NIC® AGENCIES;

¢ DEVELOP CHANNELS FOR COMMUNICATION WITH ALL AGENCIES
WHICH PROVIDE SERVICES TO0 THE HANDICAPPED CHILD IN
HEAD START AND SPECIFIC PROCEDURES FOR THESE AGEN-
CIES TO PROVIDE INFORMATION TO STAFF AT THE SUBSE-
QUENT PUBLIC SCHOOL OR PROGRAM;

o DEVELOP WRITTEN PROCEDURES AND DOCUMENTATION FOR
FOLLOW-UP ACTIVITIES SO0 THE SAME PROCEDURES CAN BE
APPLIED SYSTEMATICAL Y FOR EACH H. IDICAPPED CHILD
DURING THE TRANSITIO:. PHASES

2 DEVELOP AN INDIVIDUALIZED WRITTEN PLAN FOR TRANSITION
ACTIVITIES. SPECIFYING ALL AGENCIES AND KEY INDIVI-
DUALS TO BE INVOLVED (THE FORMAT FOR THIS PLAN SHOULD
BE STANDARDIZED)

) IDENTIFY KEY CONTACT PERSONS AT EACH AGENCY AND PUB-
LIC SCHOOL THROUGH WHICH ALL REFERRALS WILL FLOW:
8 ASSURE THAT ALL PROFESSIONAL DIAGNOSTICIANS AND SERVICE

PROVIDERS WHO ARE AFFILIATED WITH LOCAL PROGRAMS ARE
ALSO COMMITTED TO PARTICIPATE IN DEBRIEFINGS WITH

THE STAFF WHO WILL BE RECEIVING THE HANDICAPPED CHILD
INTO HIS/HER POST-HEAD START PROGRAM35 AND

9 PROVIDE FOR MAXIMUM INVOLVEMENT OF PARENTS 1IN TRANSI-
TION ACTIVITIES.

[f Head Start programs introduce the spec” fic suggestions
delineated above in a systematic fashion, the service continuity
linkages between Head Start and public schools/service agencies will
be strengthened considerably. Through this professional interaction
Head Start and public schools/service agencies will move toward a
mutual understanding of commonly held ideas on helping handicapped
children develop their highest potential through a coordinated

syvstem of delivery of special educational and related services.

With the handicapped child as the common denominator of concern

between Head Start and public schools/service agencies, these



rganizations can begin to transcend the present boundaries .o better

o)
assure the handicapped child of continuity of educational and special

n

ervices between his/her Head <Start experience and the subsequent pro-

1

gram placement.

With the advent of increased emphasis on »ducation for all
handicapped children and special preovisions of P.L. 84-142, there i1«
renewed need for cooperation among agencies and programs which serve
handicapped children. It Head Start can improve interagency link-
ages with public schools/service agencies, Head Start will have an
opportunity to be an operational model for State and Local Education
Agencies in their efforts to utilize resources efficiently and pro-

vide quality s2rvices to handicapped pre-school children.

In order to accurately and thoroughly evaluate the nature and
effectiveness of Head Start service continuity efforts both areas
of quality and impact need to be investigated. To do this effectively,
it is necessary to examins tne nature and types of activities which
are ongoing in public schools/service agencies with respect to the
issue of service continuity for the handicapped. Without including
this dimension of the service continuity process into o future
study, there will be no frame of reference for evaluating quality

5)

and effectiveness of Head Start efforts.

RECOMMENDATION: ACYF SHOULD SPONSOR A RESEARCH STUDY WHICH FOCUSES
ON EXAMINING TWO ASPECTS OF SERVICE CONTINUITY: ONE ASSESSING THE
QUALITY AND EFFECTIVENESS OF HEAD START EFFORTS AND THE OTHER_
ASSESSING ACTIVITIES IN WHICH PUBLIC SCHOOLS/SERVICE AGENCIES ARE

INVOLVED. THKIS STUDY WOULD PROVIDE ACYF WITH USEFUL INFORMATION
FOR POLICYMAKING PURPOSES.

This evaluation might well be combined with the longitudinal
stu'v of Head Start handicapped children that was suggested earlier

in this chapter.

"\
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APPENDIX A

DISCUSSION OF SAMPLING STRATEGY

Phase [ of The Evaluation
of Mainstreaming Handicapped
Children Into Project Head Start
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The sample of Head Svart programs was selec cod from the uni-
verse of approximately 1,600 rull year grantees or delevate agen-
ciedl/ funded as of September 30, 19706. udrantces ware stratified
on che basis of the following two variables:

5/
o urban/rural location—

&>

program enrollment (1-100, Z01-400,
101-1000, over 1000)

Following assignment of the universe of
3/ -
=" 55

rantees to one of elght

9
o

possibin cells, programs were randomly s« :lected In proporatilon

to their representation within these cells. An ndditional five pro-
grams were then randomly selected from a rvoster of Indian and mi-
grant programs, rielding a total sample of 60 Head Start programs.
However, data were : .1v collected from 59 programs. AT the time

of data collection completion (June, 1977), one program had not yvet
identified anv handicapped children and was excluded from the

study.i/

1 C s .
m/If a grantees funded a delogate  gency, the ¢rantee was included
in the universe only if it oper.ted a program independently of

the delegate. Otherwise, only delegate agencles were considered
for inclusion in the study universe.
2/

A prograw was considered to be an urban program if it was located
within 1 Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (SMSA) as defined
by the Bureau of the Census. Generally, an SMSA 1s comprised of
a central city and contiguous ring count’z2s. Programs located
outside of SMSA: were considered to be rural.

3/Each sample cell represented a unilque combination of program size
and program locati n.

i/The program excluded was a migrant program that had not yet be-
gun operations in time for field staff to collect meaningful
information concerning handicapped services.



o p - s o . L
Head Ztant Student Sample

\s iritially concoived, the =ample of Head stave Children for
the Phase [ =tuwdy + 1 to include 280 individuals, 55 from each of
the following handicapp .. classi .cations:

2 Visually Impaired or Blind

& Hearing Impaired or Deaf

@ Phvsically Handicapped

8 Speech Impaired

) Health or Developmentally Impailred

] Mentally Retarded

) Serious. FEmotionally Disturbed

) Specific Learning Disabilities

Fach selected Head Start program was to forward a coded roster
of its handicapped enrollees. This roster was to also indicate the
enrcllee's primary handicapping conditions. As lists were received,
three children from each were to be selected at random and assigned
to their respective classification. The balance of the children on
these rosters w1s to be polled according to primary handicapvregard—
less of pregram affilianion. A determination was then to be made of

iection of three

U
[

the total sample per handicap obtained after
children from each of the programs. The children to make up the
difference hetween these to

condition were to be selected randomly from thes balance of the pro-

gram rosters.

However, Head Start programs did not compile their coded ros-
ters as quicklv as expected, and field activities were begun before
all rosters were obtained. Therefore, children were svstematically
seiected from rosters as soon as they were obtained. Although
random selection of the study sample was not possible, 1it should be
noted that all children were selected based only on the information
provided on the coded rosters. Systematic selection was required 1in
order to ensure that to the extent possible, 35 children were repre-

sented in each of the handicapping classifications indicated.
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fter potential sample carclcipants woere identified from the

coded rtosters, the lead Starvt prowrams were informed of the selec-
tions and asked to secure informe. written parental permission to

allow children to he inclunded in the study. Parents were over-
whelmingly coorerative in thils manner, alchough the final sample
had to be modified in a few instances to accommodate parental re-

1

quests not to have thoir children participate.

The 2imications of the Phase 1 sample should be clearly unden-
stood. white Head Stant programs weve randomly chosen, indivddual
childnen wene woi. Conseguently, <njercnce grom the study sample
to the Zargen univewse of nandlcapped entollees Ln Head Start musit
be aprwrcached cauticusiy. Howevern, {here &8 no reason to suspect
sveralld repnresentativeness c¢f the enrcllee sample, and <o that
extent the {indings and conclusicns presented Ln £hdls sStudy musi

e

be assumed to validiy weilect curreat ejffoats by Head Stari to meel

e nandccapped.
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CASE FOLLOWUP SCFEDULE PHASE 1T QUESTIONNAIRE




